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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltllng to voke my Opposltbn to any FCC-mandated adoptlon o? “broadcast flag” technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoption of DN 

A robust, eompetltive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers’ abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customem Allowlng movle studlo9 to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studbs to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create This wlll result In p r d u c b  that don’t necessarlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, und It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal teievlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slneerely, 

Marc Horne 
833 Surnmerhlll Coult 
Enelnitas, CA 92024 
USA 



Page 1 Of 1 1 35 43 PM, 10/10103 5413023099 - 

October ID, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng tovolce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of"broadcastf1ag" technology for dlglta televlslon. As a 
conwmer and eltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghb. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, competlttde market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos lo veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don? necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llhely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollvwood. Please do not mandate 
broadeast flag technology for dlgRal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Tom Longson 
907 Summlt Dr. 
South Pasadena, CA 91030 
USA 
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October io .  2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon A9 a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatton, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DN 

A robust. competitive market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to lnnomte for thelr 
CuStOmerS AllOWlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the stud lo^ to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceosarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcas4 flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Matthew Seldl 
1034 Grant St 
Longmont, CO 80501 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Coamunicat ions Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market f o r  consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate f o r  their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Ryan Abrams 
3 7 0 0  Legacy Dr Apt 22204 
Frisco. TX 7 5 0 3 4  
USA 
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October 10,2003 

Commismonn Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communicntions Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dew Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am withg to voice my opposition to any FCCmandated adoption of "broadcast fleg" technology for digital television. AS a c o m e r  
and citiren, I feel phongly ha1 such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer riehtl, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elechodcs must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to h o v a t e  for their customers. .4UoWinp 
movie utudos to veto feamea of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolo@ what new producfe they can 
create. lh is  will reuult in products that don't necessdy  reflect what consumers Wre me actuaUy want, and it could result in me bein$ 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues n broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to meke an invesbnent in DTV-capable receivem and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandete broadcast fleg 
technology for digital telrvision. Thad you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Joseph Omtz 
1400 S 2nd St 
Minneapolis, MN 55454 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy vould be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists rhat nev products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to 
niakr an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology f o r  digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely 

Oren Leaffer 
2 4 2 2  Ridge Rd. 
Berkeley. CA 9 4 7 0 9  
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communleatlans Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltnl televlslon. As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollev would be bad for Innovation. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlst9 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Jet( Cawalho 
20 Belknap St #Z 
Sometvllle, MA02144 
USA 



October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgRal televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, compettlve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsb 
what new produrn they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor lunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest e? Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Justln Casp 
6814 NW 52nd Terrace 
Galnesvllle, FL 32653 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street. NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon o?"broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or D N  

A robust, campetltbe market tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor d lgh l  televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Shannon Coen 
P O  Box52 
Boston, MA02112 
USA 
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October 16. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted ~n 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTU-recention eouinment will enable the studios t.0 tell ~~~~ ~~ ~~~ ~~ ~~~ ~... ~ ~~~~~ . ~ ~ ~~~ ~= 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTU-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Barry Grossheim 
Post Office Box 72355 
Newport. KY 41072 
USA 
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October 16, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communicntiora Comniission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washhgton, D.C. 20554 

Dew Micheel Copps, 

I am Writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digitd television. AS B conmmer 
and citizen, I fsel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer tights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive rnarket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their cwtomers. Mowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. Thk will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers &e me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flsg mandate, I would actuslly be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast f l y  
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Pnul Bogen 
3717 Oldenburg 
College Station, TX 77845 
us4 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q .  Abernathy 
Federal Cunoiunications Conmission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Karl Bolingbroke 
178 N 300 W 
Brigham City. UT 84302 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen 0 Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to Volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon Of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and Citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, cornpetltlve market for consumer elenronlcs must be rooted In manufaeturen' abllky to InnovaW lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessatlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually went, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor fundlonallty 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely 

Hawey Scoble 
35 Andrew St Apt 24 
Manchester, NH 03104 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to voke my opposkion to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of 'broadcast nag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that rruch a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manukcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the Studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceooarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and If could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor funetlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Manhew Rose 
33888 Clnton Dr 
Sterllng Helghts MI 48310 
USA 
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October 13; 2003 

Commwskner Kathleen Q Aha0 thy  
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abaa thy ,  

I om uTi6ng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for W t a l  televirion. As a consumer 
and Citizen; I feel ehongly th0t such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTY 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics mwt be rooted in manufactwm' ability to innovate for their customers A l l o h  
mode studios to veto feames of DTv-reception equipment will enable the Srudios to tell technolo&ts what new produotn they can 
create. X s  will result in products that dodl necess- reflect what consumwe like me actually want, and it could r e d t  in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionatity. 

If the FCC iisues B broadcast flng mandnte, I would actunlly be less likely to mate an inveshnent in DTV-capable receivm and other 
equipment. I wiU not pay mare for devices th0t limit my rights at the beheln of HoUywood. Please do mt mandnte broadcast flng 
techoloey for digital television. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Eric Hoeve 
140 Westridge Pkwy 
Verona: WI 53593 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am vnting to voice my opposition to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &gtd 
televlsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovation, consumer 
nghts, and the dhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie stud~os to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentwill enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. T n 1 5  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, m d  it could result m me bmng charged more money for mferior 
functionalty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyuood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for C L g d  television. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Sean Evans 
6316 Buff;= Ct. 
Burke, VA 22015 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemthy 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th Sheet, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy. 

I am u&ng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
and citizen, 1 feel mongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer right#, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elechonics must be rooted in manufncturers' ability to innovate for their customem nuowing 
movie studios to veto fenwee of DTV-reception equipment will enable the smdios to tell technolo@ whnt new produds they can 
create. l h i s  will result in products that don't neoessuiy reflect what consumers &e me actually want and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functianelity. 

If the FCC issuei a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be lesi Ckely to mpke an investment in DN-capable receivere and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my *ti at the behest of Hollywood. Pleare do not mandate broadcad flag 
technology for %tal television. Thant you for your rime 

Sincerely, 

Jeff M&ez 
5402.4 Linhill Cv 
Austin, TX 78745 
USA 

technology for d@l t e l d o n .  AB a c o m e r  
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for d~gtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghtr, and the ultimate vdophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng movie stud~or to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the rtud~os to 
tell technologits what new products they can create, This wll result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers hh me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an invesment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for rLgtal television. Thank you for your bme. 

Sincerely, 

Keith Schneider 
W141 N4929 Golden Fields Dr 
Menomonee Falls, WI 53051 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Cl Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon As a 
consumer and ellken. I feel strongly that such a polky would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlgha, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D T ~  

A robust, competnhre market for consumer electronles m u s t  be rooted In manufacturers abllty to lnnomte tor thelr 
Customers AllOWlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceosarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalty 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlees that llmlt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

sincerely, 

Leslie Hawhorn 
1574 Magnolla Ave 
Mlllbrae, CA 94030 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Ibthleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for d~llgtd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption ofD'l3'. 

A robust, competitive mar!& for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Alloulngmovie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentwill enable the stud~os to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This vnll result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers ltke me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be le35 likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devlces that Lmit my right5 at the behest of Hollymood. 
Pleise do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgitd television. Thmk you for youc time. 

Sincerely, 

G a y  Piehla 
37774 Cleo Lme 
Ranchita, CA 92066 
USA 
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October 13. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Conmunicat ions Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consuner rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTU-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they =an create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincere 1 y 

Stephen Rudik 
1 2  Holly Rd 
Severna Park. MD 21146 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

CommlSsloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Cornmlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad fer Innovatlon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competitlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In rnanulacturen' ablltly to Innovate Mr thelr 
customers. AlloWlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to bll technologists 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessorlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable reeelvets 
and other equlprnent. I wlll not pay more for devlces that hit my rlghts at  the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadeast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you far your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Davld Manln 
505 Klng St 
Sute 200 
La Crosse, WI 54601 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

CommiWioner Kathleen Q Abemnthy 
Federal Communicntiona Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dew Kathleen Abemathy: 

I m Writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast fleg" technology for di@td television. An a c o m e r  
and citizen, I feel shongly thst such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer Wts, and the u l h a t e  adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elechonics must be rooted in manufacturas' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing 
movie shldioe to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the Srudios to tell tochnologb what new products they CUI 

create. This wil l  result in products that don't necessslily reflect what consumem like me actunlly wnnt, and it could renult in me being 
charged more money for inferior functiondty 

If the FCC issue8 a broadcast &g mandate, I would actudy be lesi likely to mate m invesbnmt in DTV-capable receivers md other 
equipment 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Plense do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thwk you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

John Finley 
7501 Pineleaf Place 
Austin; TX 78757 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12tn Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writlng to voice my oppositlon to any FCt-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltel televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky would be bad for Innovatlon, conwmer rlghb, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs m u s t  be rooted In mnnufacturem' abllky to Innovate for rhelr 
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equlpment will enable the studloo to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what Consumers llke me 
actually want, and t could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devkes that Ilrnit my rlghb at the behest a( Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Tnank you for your tlme 

Slncereiy, 

Wllllam Fltzpatrlck 
6701 Ontarlo St 
Sprlngfleld. VA 22152 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commisnoner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemvthy, 

I am u-dting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dgtd 
television. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmatte adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' a a t y  to innovate for 
their customers. Alloulngmovie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentwill enable the stud~os to 
tell technolog~rts what new products they can create. This wll result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers Lke me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to makc an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I ukll not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast tlag technology for Qg td  television. Thmk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Benjamin Hill 
6805 SE 32nd St. 
Mercer Island, WA 98040 
USA 
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October 11: 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communicntions Commission 
445 12th Street, Mv 
Washhgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemnthy, 

I am 
nnd citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer +ts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

.&robust; competitive m d e t  for consumer elecuonics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to h o v a t e  for their customers. Allowing 
movie srudioe to veto features of DTV-reception equipment erill enable the srudios to tell technologh what new products they cnn 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers lite me nctuaUy wnnt, and it could result in me being 
chaged more money for infeior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast Osg mandate, I would achldy be leis lilrely to make nn investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment, I will not pay moze for device8 that h i t  my @ts at the behest of Hollywood. Plense do not mandate broadcnst flag 
technology for digital television. lhnnk you for your fine. 

Sincerely; 

to voice my opposition to nny FCC-mnndated adoption of "broadcast tefhnology for digital television. As a ccmnmer 

Ed Dawson 
815 Brianvaod Way 
Campbell, CA 95008 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Comnmnicat ions Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street NW 
Washington D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

andrew morton 
1831 sw park ave t205 
Portland. OR Y7201 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NE' 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
television. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie stud~os to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ?his will result in products that don't necessdy reflect 
whit consumers like me actudly wwt, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an invesbnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devlces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal television. n a n k  you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Paul Filiault 
1149 Dutton St 
New Bedford, MA 02745 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner IGthleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Streek NIX' 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
telemsion. As a consumer and nhzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts. and the ulhmite adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abdity to innovate for 
their customers. Alloming movie stud105  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumerr: like me actually want and it could result m me bang chlrged more money for inferior 
functiondity 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mand*te, I would actually be le55 likely to make an inveihnent in DTV-capable 
receniers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for demces that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollyarood. 
Pled%? do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal telemsion. ?hank you for your dme. 

Sincerely, 

Peter IGzmir 
15009 Red Heron Dr 
Leander, TX 78641 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Coninussivn 
445  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Ahernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. end the 
ultimate adoption of DTW. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
weto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate hroadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 


